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;ries, : ’ : 

Dcz Jim, ‘. “. 
L hx~ ~6; looked again at your book, lxna being somewhat less 

haraxzd thrrfi when you sent me tha earljter’ version in the Spring f have 
bar! time’ to reflect on. the, whole matter, ‘I have also discussed it with 
mH.lri cc? ; Reluctantly 1 have oome to the conolusion that I cannot agree 
to it9 publication, 

I ‘have two roasona f!or this& The first 1 have already told you in 
outx 7.0 * There ift far’ too much gossip and the intellectual content is ’ ,* 
too f.o:v, ThG second reason ia that, a8 you know, I have very largely, 
avoided parsonal publicity in the last few yemh If I agreed to the 
publication of your book q could no longer do this, *’ : 

I think the his.tory’of the discovery 09 ‘the DIU structure is of some 
i.ntercst, provided S it is ;b scholarly account; properly documented, which 
diucu:mx the int~llegtual iasue involved and is published in a learned 
jourrtal. Your account is none of these things, It is neither scholarly 
nor documrnted. 1. .:‘You .do not attempt to give references and dates, nor to 
supplement your’-‘peaol>ections with data from other 8ourueo* You have 
not even bothered,to consult documents earjily available to you. 

It is true you touch on Borne of the intelleatual issues involved, but 
your account ia incomplete and not sufficiently technical to enable you 
to bring out the points ,properly. Moot of the intereating quet3tiona 
avhic?; would ocour to a hiatarian of science arti not only not discussed but 
whzt cvj.dence you do give la submerged in 8 maw bf irrelevant detail. 

.I”inz~lly your account would be publIshed in 8 popular form& This means 
that it would be mainly,read by people who aauld not grasp the saientif~c 
issues iiwolved.rmnd who woul@ XWGI it flay the goesipr 

” .* 
d 3. 



l,Oth October 1366. 

All this you in effect admit in your preface. You say, “I have 
nti;cnptccl to roorento my first impressions of the relevant events and 
Pernonnlities & . * . a ” and ” e . e e e many of the comments may 
mmn one-aided and unfairrn 
y~blicat%on of this sort* 

There is very little justification for 
Natmally people. are curious as to how 

-t~;ttd<~uEle hcmx wao found. I’Jhy should a one-aided acaount be 
1.) 2. 2bl~ for them? Of qourae the path to the solution was not a 
n-t;r2I. 3-t one , 
Cl.tX?l.j. 

but Q scholarly acoount would make’thia point equally 
Your romrk.about style in eaisnao is certainly valid, but 

a 3.ex1 cz.Zve account of it than yours would be weloome to sons of us. 

I’in32ly I should point out to you thwt you.~ book, far from ’ 
bexfiting ac3ienoe 
prccc3cnti 

) may actu3Xly do it harm by setting a moat dnngerous 
2?eople will think twiae about working together if highly 

Par:sonnl acaountrr of their ooU.aboration are:liabls to be published, 
1 thinlc the unwritten convention that discournges scientists from doing 
thi3 3.~3 a wise one. 

3 do very much regret not having taken 8 firm line earlier, I 
hv~ alwqm r;znde plain to you my dislike of the whole idea of your book, 
aw?d :for this reason refused to read your earlier drtllfto, The manui 
ncrilpt you 3ent me this Spring arrived at 8 mont unfortunate time when 
Odils was seriously ill, X oouId ntrt consult Maurice as you had nof 

. at th2-t time shown the molnunoript to him. 1 have now disoussed tho - ; 
~.+mk matter with him and find that he agreea with me that your book I 
3hauld not be published, ” 
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/ / 1 hnve there9ore written to thXtr effeot to the Harvard University- 1 hnve there9ore written to thXtr effeot to the Harvard University- 
a, (Copy enoloaed), and hava r;rant them slso t5 aapy of this letter, a, (Copy enoloaed), and hava r;rant them slso t5 aapy of this letter, 

hope under the aircumstanoes that you wl.U, havcre the good sons8 hope under the aircumstanoes that you wl.U, havcre the good sons8 
to proceed with publioatlan,, although ,X, r~aliae this .wIll be, a , to proceed with publioatlan,, although ,X, r~aliae this .wIll be, a , ,,’ ,,’ 


